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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 
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Salute to Denmark ... 
this could very well happen here on 
our Continent... 

By Susan MacAllan 
In 1978-9 when I was living 
and studying in Denmark the Danes 
embraced visitors, celebrated the 
exotic, went out of its way to protect 
each of its citizens. It was proud of its 
brand of socialist liberalism - a system 
where no worker had to struggle to 
survive, where one ultimately could 
count upon the state as in, perhaps, no 
other western nation at the time. 

Denmark offered the best 
welcome in Europe to the new 
immigrant: generous welfare payments 
plus perks in transportation, housing 
and education. It was determined to set 
a world example for inclusiveness and 
multiculturalism. Who could have 
predicted that in 2005 a series of 
political cartoons in a newspaper would 
spark Muslim violence that would leave 
dozens dead? 

By the 1990's the Muslim 
population's unwillingness to integrate 
into Danish society was obvious. 
Muslims had settled into Muslim- 
exclusive enclaves. As Muslim leaders 
became more vocal about what they 
considered the decadence of 
Denmark's liberal way of life, many 
Danes had begun to see Islam as 
incompatible with their long-standing 
values: personal liberty and free 
speech, equality for women, tolerance 
for other ethnic groups, and a deep 
pride in Danish heritage and history. 

An article by Daniel Pipes 
and Lars Hedegaard reported: “Muslim 
immigrants, constitute 5 percent of the 
population but consume upwards of 40 
percent of the welfare spending.' 

“Muslims are a fraction of 
Denmark's 5.4 million people but make 
up a majority of the country's convicted 


rapists, practically all of whose victims 
are non-Muslim. Similar, if lesser, 
disproportions are found in other 
crimes. 

“Over time, as Muslim 
immigrants increase in numbers, they 
wish less to mix with the indigenous 
population. A recent survey finds that 
only 5 percent of young Muslim 
immigrants would readily marry a 
Dane. 

“Forced marriages 
promising a newborn daughter in 
Denmark to a male cousin in the home 
country, then compelling her to marry 
him, sometimes on pain of death - are 
one problem. 

“Muslim leaders openly 
declare their goal of introducing Islamic 
law [Sharia law] once Denmark's 
Muslim population grows large 
enough.” 

Muslim immigrants show 
little respect for Danish values and 
laws. For example, as is common in 
other European countries and Canada, 
some Muslims in Denmark who opted 
to leave the Muslim faith have been 
murdered in the name of Islam, while 
others hide in fear for their lives. Jews 
are also harassed openly by Muslim 
leaders in Denmark, a country where, 
before the Nazi invasion in World War 
II, Christian citizens smuggled out 
nearly all of their 7,000 Jews to safety 
in Sweden. 

In 2001, Denmark elected a 
conservative government, and today 
Denmark has the strictest immigration 
policies in Europe. (Its effort to protect 
itself has been met with accusations of 
'racism' by liberal media across 
Europe.) 

Today if you wish to 
become Danish, you must attend three 
years of language classes. You must 


pass a test on Denmark's history, 
culture and language. 

You must live in Denmark 
for 7 years before applying for 
citizenship 

You must demonstrate an 
intent to work, and have a job waiting. If 
you wish to bring a spouse into 
Denmark, you must both be over 24 
years of age, and you won't find it so 
easy anymore to move your friends and 
family with you. 

You will not be allowed to 
build a mosque in Copenhagen. 
Although your children have a choice of 
some 30 Arabic culture and language 
schools, they will be strongly 
encouraged to assimilate to Danish 
society. 

In 2006, the Danish minister 
for employment, Claus Hjort 
Frederiksen, stated that if immigration 
from Third World countries were 
blocked, 75 percent of the cuts needed 
to sustain the huge welfare system in 
coming decades would be 
unnecessary. In other words, the 
welfare system was being exploited by 
immigrants to the point of eventually 
bankrupting the government. “We are 
simply forced to adopt a new policy on 
immigration. The calculations are 
terrifying and show how unsuccessful 
the integration of immigrants has been 
up to now,” he said. 

A large thorn in the side of 
Denmark's imams is the Minister of 
Immigration and Integration, Rikke 
Hvilshoj. “In my view, Denmark should 
be a country with room for different 
cultures and religions. Some values, 
however, are more important than 
others. We refuse to question 
democracy, equal rights, and freedom 
of speech.” 

Perhaps to test her resolve, 
the leading radical imam in Denmark, 







Ahmed Abdel Rahman Abu Laban, 
demanded that the government pay 
blood money to the family of a Muslim 
who was murdered in a suburb of 
Copenhagen, stating that the family's 
thirst for revenge could be thwarted for 
money. When Hvilshoj dismissed his 
demand, he argued that in Muslim 
culture the payment of retribution 
money was common, to which Hvilshoj 
replied that what is done in a Muslim 
country is not necessarily what is done 
in Denmark. 

The Muslim reply came 
soon after: her house was torched 
while she, her husband and children 
slept. All managed to escape 
unharmed, but she and her family were 
moved to a secret location and she and 
other ministers were assigned 
bodyguards for the first time. 

Many believe that what 
happens in the next decade will 
determine whether Denmark survives 
as a bastion of good living, humane 
thinking and social responsibility, or 
whether it becomes a nation at civil war 
with supporters of Sharia law. 

Meanwhile, Canadians 
clamor for stricter immigration policies, 
and demand an end to state welfare 
programs that allow many immigrants 
to live on the public dole. As we in 
Canada look at the enclaves of 
Muslims amongst us, and see those 
who enter our shores too easily, dare 
live on our taxes, yet refuse to embrace 
our culture, respect our traditions, 
participate in our legal system, obey 
our laws, speak our language, 
appreciate our history ... we would do 
well to look to Denmark, and say a 
prayer for her future and for our own. 

-- FamilySecurityMatters.org 

U.S. Muslim beheaded 

ORCHARD PARK, N.Y. 
(WIVB) - A grand jury will decide 
whether the founder of Bridges TV will 
go to trial for the decapitation murder of 
his wife, Aasiya Zubair Hassan. The 
suspect, Muzzammil Hassan, founded 
Bridges TV following the 9/11 attacks 
against America. He wanted to dispel 
stereotypes about Muslims and to 
bridge cultures. 

With regard to the treatment of 
wives the Qur’an says: "And as for those 
women whose ill-will you [men] have 
reason to fear, admonish them; then 
leave them alone in bed; then beat 
them...” (Quran 4:34) 

The Islamic prophet 
Muhammad, when told that "women 
have become emboldened towards their 

a ' 


husbands,”... “gave permission to beat 
them” (Sunan Abu Dawud, book 11, no. 
2141). Muhammad was unhappy with 
the women who complained, not with 
their husbands who beat them. 

Muhammad even struck his 
favorite wife, Aisha. “He struck me on 
the chest which caused me pain, and 
then said: Did you think that Allah and 
His Apostle would deal unjustly with 
you?” (Sahih Muslim, book 4, no. 2127). 

Nothing in there about killing 
one's wife. But when it comes to honor 
killing, some Muslim countries, even 
moderate Jordan, have lesser penalties 
for honor murders -- it is understood that 
such killings are justified in the right 
circumstances. 

Two verses in the Qur’an refer 
to decapitation—both in the context of 
religious war. Sura 47, verse 4 reads: 
"Therefore, when ye meet the 
Unbelievers (in fight), smite at their 
necks." This has generally been 
interpreted by Islamic scholars to mean 
that when facing infidels on the 
battlefield, one must strike with a deadly 
force. (The verse goes on to say that 
once you have fully subdued your 
enemy, survivors should be shown 
"generosity and ransom.'') The same is 
true in Sura 8, verse 12, which recalls 
that the Lord said to the angels at the 
Battle of Badr, "I am with you: give 
firmness to the Believers: I will instil [sic] 
terror into the hearts of the Unbelievers: 
smite ye above their necks and smite all 
their finger-tips off them." Both verses 
are traditionally understood as 
inspirations to ferocity and not literal 
calls for beheading. 

Modern-day jihad groups such 
as Abu Musab al-Zarqawi’s Al-Tawhid 
wal-Jihad in Iraq pointed to this and 
other Qur’anic verses as justifications 
for their beheadings. When al-Zarqawi 
beheaded Nick Berg in 2004, he 
invoked Muhammad: "Is it not time for 
you [Muslims] to take the path of jihad 
and carry the sword of the Prophet of 
prophets? ... The Prophet, the most 
merciful, ordered [his army] to strike the 
necks of some prisoners in [the battle of] 
Badr and to kill them... And he set a 
good example for us." 

Muhammad's earliest 

biographer, Ibn-lshaq, describes how 
the prophet approved the beheadings of 
between 600 and 900 men from the 
Jewish Quyraza tribe following the 
Battle of the Trench. However, Christian 
Crusaders were known to do likewise— 
Fulcher of Chartres chronicles how, in 
1099, 10,000 Jews and Arabs were 
beheaded in the Temple of Solomon 


during the capture of Jerusalem. 

Beheadings are accepted as a 
criminal sanction in parts of the modern 
Islamic world. Under Sharia law, there 
are no crimes that specifically call for 
decapitation, but it is one of a range of 
execution methods that may be 
employed, along with stoning or 
hanging. Saudi Arabia is the only nation 
that continues to make regular and 
official use of decapitation, though as of 
2004, Yemen, Iran, and Qatar had laws 
on their books that explicitly allow it. 

Mrs. Hassan’s decapitation in 
Orchard Park was "The worst that I've 
seen, yeah," said Andrew Benz, 
Orchard Park Police Chief talking about 
the crime scene where Assiya Zubair's 
body was found. 

"We had been down to their 
house on Friday, the 6th to serve an 
order of protection," said Benz. "Simply 
because you get an order or protection, 

I don't think you can put your guard 
down and say I am safe now," he 
added. 

— wivb.com Feb. 13 and 
jihadwatch.org, Feb. 20, 2009 

The Founders' Second 
Amendment: Origin of the 
Right to Keep and Bear Arms 

By Stephen P. Halbrook 

Review by Nelson Lund 

Stephen P. Halbrook is a giant 
among Second Amendment scholars. 
During the 1980s, he and a tiny group of 
fellow iconoclasts challenged a well- 
settled consensus in academia and the 
courts. According to that consensus, the 
Second Amendment is an historical 
anachronism that gives individual 
American citizens no right at all to keep 
and bear arms. 

As the Supreme Court's 
decision in District of Columbia v. Heller 
vividly illustrates, the smug dismissal of 
the Second Amendment's importance 
and vitality is no longer tenable. For the 
first time the Supreme Court has found 
that a gun-control statute violated the 
Second Amendment, and it did so 
largely on the basis of the kind of 
original-meaning historical analysis that 
Halbrook pioneered. 

Halbrook’s book, The 
Founders' Second Amendment, for 
which I served as a peer reviewer, is a 
comprehensive study of the legislative 
history of this quintessentially American 
constitutional provision. Aimed at both a 
general and a professional audience, 
Halbrook's work has several valuable 
qualities that are often absent from 
modern legal and historical scholarship. 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 





First, it is highly readable 
[combining] completeness with clarity. 
He has made the story interesting as 
well. 

The volume doesn't stop with 
legislative history — i.e., general 
background, legislative debates, and 
public commentary by prominent 
participants in the process. Halbrook 
seems to have read everything ever 
written by or about the people who were 
involved, including obscure records and 
pamphlets as well as private letters and 
diaries. In many cases, these 
documents help to fill gaps in the 
standard sources, and throw new light 
on materials that are often read in 
isolation. 

Finally, Halbrook is not afraid 
to quote liberally from the documents on 
which he relies. Professional historians 
have written about the Second 
Amendment, and all too often they ask 
the reader to take their word for what 
the framers intended. Halbrook lets the 
actors speak for themselves, and the 
reader is free to conclude (as I 
occasionally do) that his interpretation is 
questionable or even wrong. 

What then do we learn from 
Halbrook? Without pretending to offer 
an adequate summary, I can point to a 
few highlights. 

First, the American 
consciousness was deeply impressed 
with the role of the armed citizenry in the 
American Revolution. As every 
schoolchild knows, the Revolution was 
ignited when British troops were sent to 
Concord, Mass., to confiscate arms and 
ammunition belonging to the people of 
that town. After engaging armed 
militiamen at Lexington, the British were 
harassed by skirmishers (including 
women and children) almost all the way 
back to Boston. Within days, the British 
began attempting to disarm the entire 
population of Boston, an outrage that 
fanned resentment there and throughout 
the colonies. 

These and related experiences 
left the founding generation with a 
strong aversion to peacetime standing 
armies, and with a preference for the 
citizen militia as an alternative that 
would be much less threatening to civil 
liberty. In 1787, when Americans began 
to consider adopting a greatly 
strengthened central government, they 
faced a knotty problem. The more power 
the new government was given to 
provide for national security, the more 
danger there would be that this power 
would be put to oppressive uses 
domestically. The Constitution gave 
Congress virtually plenary authority to 
raise professional armies and to control 
the part-time militia, and this was one of 


the principal complaints of the Anti- 
Federalists. The Second Amendment 
was a response to those complaints. 

Halbrook shows that virtually 
all of the relevant discussion leading up 
to the Bill of Rights revolved around the 
fear that the federal government would 
seek to disarm American citizens, 
leaving the population vulnerable to 
federal oppression. There was, 
however, no agreed way to prevent this. 
Some thought that limits should be 
placed on congressional authority, such 
as a ban on peacetime armies. Some 
thought that the right of the states to 
maintain and control militia 
organizations should be specified in the 
Constitution. Some thought that the right 
of the people to keep and bear their own 
private arms should be expressly 
protected. Others thought that nothing 
need be done because the federal 
government had no authority to disarm 
Americans, and would never be able to 
raise an army powerful enough to 
subdue our armed populace. 

Notably absent from 
discussions during the founding era was 
any suggestion that the federal 
government had, or should have, any 
authority to disarm the citizenry. Nor did 
anyone raise the possibility that the 
federal government would need, or even 
desire, to regulate the possession or 
use of weapons in an effort to reduce 
crime. Today's debates about gun 
control and the Second Amendment are 
largely concerned with questions that 
the founding generation never asked. 

Neither we nor our courts will 
find all the answers we need in the 
history that Halbrook presents so well. 
But this is the place to start looking, 
because some very important 
preliminary questions are indeed 
answered here. Every American who 
cares about this provision of the 
Constitution can now arm himself 
against the sophistries and 
oversimplifications that have permeated 
much of the popular and professional 
discourse about the origins of the 
Second Amendment. Doing so would be 
a fitting tribute to those who set us on 
the road to freedom at Lexington and 
Concord. 

Mr. Lund is a professor at 
George Mason University School of Law 
- National Review, Aug. 18, 2008 

Soldier questions Obama's 
eligibility 

A U.S. soldier on active duty in 
Iraq has called President Obama an 
"impostor" in a statement in which he 
affirmed plans to join as plaintiff in a 


challenge to Obama's eligibility to be 
commander in chief. 

The statement was publicized 
by California attorney Orly Taitz who, 
along with her DefendOurFreedom.us 
Foundation, is working on a series of 
legal cases seeking to uncover Obama's 
birth records that would reveal whether 
he meets the requirements of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

Obama "has absolutely refused 
to provide to the American public his 
original birth certificate, as well as other 
documents which may prove or disprove 
his eligibility," wrote Lt. Scott Easterling 
in a "to-whom-it-may-concern" letter. 

Taitz said other legal cases 
questioning Obama's eligibility filed by 
members of the military mostly have 
included retired officers, and courts 
several times have ruled they don't have 
standing. Easterling, however, certainly 
would have a reason to need to know 
the legitimacy of his orders, she argued. 

Easterling said he previously 
was working in Iraq as a contractor. "I ... 
left that lucrative position when the Army 
raised its maximum enlistment age to 
40. I [was] commissioned as a 2LT in 
August 2007, assigned to Ft. Knox and 
shortly thereafter deployed to Balad, 
Iraq," he wrote. 

Taitz said Easterling is among 
the plaintiffs she is assembling for a new 
legal action over Obama's eligibility. 
Others include a list of state lawmakers 
who also would be required in their 
official position to follow orders of the 
president. 

The Constitution, Article 2, 
Section 1, states, "No Person except a 
natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the 
United States, at the time of the 
Adoption of this Constitution, shall be 
eligible to the Office of President." 

At least two New Jerseyans 
have filed cases over Obama's eligibility: 
‘Attorney Mario Apuzzo on behalf of 
Charles Kerchner and others alleging 
Congress didn't properly ascertain that 
Obama is qualified to hold the office of 
president. 

*Leo Donofrio claiming Obama's dual 
citizenship disqualified him from serving 
as president. His case was considered 
in conference by the U.S. Supreme 
Court but denied a full hearing. 

- WorldNetDaily Feb. 23, 2009 

“Intellectual class onslaught” 

It will be extremely difficult to 
defend traditional values against 
intellectual class onslaught. Not only do 
the intellectuals occupy the 
commanding heights of the culture and 
the means by which values and ideas 
are created and transmitted, they control 




the most authoritarian institution of the 
American government, the federal and 
state judiciaries, headed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 
The courts have increasingly usurped 
the power to make our cultural decisions 
for us, and it is not apparent that we 
have any means of redress. - Robert 
Bork, Slouching towards Gomorrah 

Geromino's kin sue Skull and 
Bones 

Geronimo's descendants have 
sued Skull and Bones, the secret 
society at Yale University linked to 
presidents and other powerful figures, 
claiming that its members stole the 
remains of the legendary Apache 
leader. 

Geronimo's great-grandson 
Harlyn Geronimo said his family 
believes Skull and Bones members took 
some of the remains in 1918 from a 
burial plot in Fort Sill, Okla., to keep in 
its New Haven clubhouse, known as 
The Crypt. The alleged grave robbing is 
a longstanding legend that gained some 
validity in recent years with the 
discovery of a letter from a club member 
that described the theft. 

Both Presidents Bush, 
Massachusetts Sen. John Kerry and 
many others in powerful government 
and industry positions are members of 
the society. 

After years of fighting the U.S. 
and Mexican armies, Geronimo and 35 
warriors surrendered to Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles near the Arizona-New Mexico 
border in 1886. He was sent to Fort Sill 
where he died of pneumonia in 1909. 

According to lore, Skull and 
Bones members including former 
President George W. Bush's 
grandfather, Prescott Bush, dug up 
Geronimo’s grave when they were 
stationed at the Oklahoma fort during 
World War I, taking his skull and some 
of his bones. 

Harlyn Geronimo, 61, wants 
those remains turned over to the family 
so they can be reburied near the Indian 
leader's birthplace in southern New 
Mexico's Gila Wilderness. 

Neither members of Skull and 
Bones, who closely guard their secrecy, 
nor the Russell Trust Association, the 
organization's business arm for tax 
purposes, could not be reached for 
comment. 

- AP Feb. 18, 2009 

One more reason for the 
militia... 

The state of California has 
been ordered to release more than 


55,000 prison inmates to ease pressure 
on its ailing penal system. 

Federal judges ruled last week 
that California's 33 adult jails have 
become so overcrowded that they 
violate the constitutional rights of 
inmates, subjecting them to "cruel and 
unusual" punishment that is causing at 
least one death a month. Just over a 
third of the state's 158,000 prisoners 
must be set free by 2012 to ensure that 
basic healthcare is provided to those 
who remain behind, the judges said. 

California's Attorney General, 
Jerry Brown, said: "This order is a blunt 
instrument that does not recognise the 
imperatives of public safety, nor the 
challenges of incarcerating criminals, 
many of whom are deeply disturbed." 

California's prison population 
has increased by nearly 80 per cent 
since 1990, and its penitentiaries are 
operating at nearly double their intended 
capacity of 84,000. A rise in the number 
of elderly prisoners is also affecting 
resources; 11 per cent of inmates are 
aged 50 or over and the average cost of 
housing a single prisoner is now 
US$46,000 ($87,000) a year. 

Building more prisons is not an 
option, since state finances are in such 
disarray that public workers are forced 
to take two unpaid days' leave each 
month. 

— New Zealand Herald, Feb. 15, 2009 

Commerce Clause challenged 
by Montana 

HELENA (AP) - Montana 
lawmakers support letting some 
Montana gun owners and dealers skip 
reporting their transactions to the federal 
government. 

Under House Bill 246, firearms 
used and made in Montana would be 
exempt from federal regulation. The 
same would be true for firearm 
accessories and ammunition made and 
sold in the state. 

Rep. Joel Boniek’s measure 
aims to circumvent federal authority 
over interstate commerce, which is the 
legal basis for most gun regulation. The 
bill potentially could release Montanans 
from both federal gun registration 
requirements and dealership licensing 
rules. Since the state has no 
background-check laws on its own 
books, the legislation also could free 
gun purchasers from that requirement. 

Boniek said “I want to point out 
that the issue here is not about firearms. 
It’s about state rights.” 

If it clears a final vote, the 
measure will go to the Senate. 

“I would hope that our U.S. 
Supreme Court would begin to retreat 


from what I think is an abusive 
interpretation of our interstate 
commerce clause,” said Rep. Deborah 
Kottel. 

That clause in the U.S. 
Constitution grants Congress authority 
to regulate [only] commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the states. 

Opponents of the measure 
worry lax regulations in the state could 
lead to a surge in both gun sales and 
gun manufacturing. 

-- Missoulian.com Feb. 14, 2009 

Dial 911...and wait 

A rural North Texas woman 
said she dialed 911 repeatedly but got 
no answer as an intruder roamed her 
home in the dark. She said she was 
awakened one night last month by 
someone breaking through her back 
door. She dialed 911 several times from 
her cell phone but got no answer. Then 
she called her daughter Deborah Turpin. 
She and her husband arrived at her 
mother’s home and held the intruder at 
gunpoint while dialing 911 over and over 
before getting an answer. - NBC News 
DFW, 3/06/09 

Ed.: not to beat a dead horse 
here, but the anti-self defense gurus tell 
us guns are unnecessary ‘cuz 911 help 
is just a phone call away. Anyone 
buying that? 

“Militia warrant” ‘threat’ sends 
man to prison for 6 years 

Coloradoan Rick Stanley was 
convicted of "Influencing a Public 
Official”, fined $10,000 and ordered to 
pay $8,200, for SWAT team protection 
of two judges, in the aftermath of his 
carrying a holstered handgun as a 
matter of principle during his 2004 U.S. 
Senate campaign. 

After serving 102 days on the 
holstered gun charge Rick was 
released on an $80,000 surety appeal 
bond. 

On June 15, 2007 Rick’s bond 
was revoked on the "influencing” 
conviction and he was sent to prison for 
six years. 

Excerpts from Stanley's 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
CERTIORARI filed July 9, 2007: 

Judge Charles Rose, 
Thornton Municipal Court found 
Stanley guilty of wearing a holstered 
handgun. Stanley was sentenced to 
ninety days in jail and a fine. 

Stanley appealed. District 
Judge Donald Marshall affirmed the 
conviction. Thereafter, Stanley filed a 
“Notice and Order” in both the 
Municipal and District Courts. Stanley’s 
Notice to Judge Rose stated: 




“This NOTICE to Judge 
Charles Rose is in regard to Stanley’s 
gun charge and arrest of openly 
carrying a weapon, in violation of 
Thornton Ordinance TRMC38-237. 
This ordinance violates Colorado 
Constitution Art. 2, Sec. 3, by 
interfering with his natural, essential, 
and inalienable right to self defense, 
under the color of law, for the arrest, 
charge, and conviction against Rick 
Stanley. The signing of SB-25 on 
March 18, 2003, affirms Article 2, Sec. 
3, by of the State Constitution, and pre¬ 
empts this ordinance. Rick Stanley 
demands that Judge Charles Rose, 
overturn this conviction of Stanley on 
constitutional grounds. Failure to do so 
will result in a treason charge against 
Charles Rose for failure to uphold the 
oath of office to defend the 
Constitutions, which this Court has a 
copy of, and Charles Rose swore to, as 
a “condition” of his office. This treason 
charge will result in a Mutual Defense 
Pact Militia warrant for Charles Rose’s 
arrest if the following conditions are not 
met: 

1. Overturn the unconstitutional 
conviction of Rick Stanley for violation 
of TRMC 38-237 because TRMC 38- 
237 violates the constitutional rights of 
Rick Stanley, under the guise of “Color 
of law.” 

2. Return the $1,500.00 bond to Rick 
Stanley. 

3. Return Rick Stanley’s property which 
consists of 1 each Smith and Wesson 6 
shot .357 pistol and 6 each .357 
bullets. 

“This court is notified, once 
more, as Stanley gave Notice from the 
beginning of the proceeding against 
him, Thornton Municipal Court has 
“NO” jurisdiction over him in this matter. 
Accordingly, this ORDER is affirmed. 
Rick Stanley” 

Stanley [says the writ] spoke 
politically when he wrote that a Militia 
(which existed only on the internet) 
would issue a warrant for Rose’s arrest 
based on a charge of “treason.” Use of 
the word “treason” is characteristic of 
the political rhetoric of Stanley and 
others who share his Article II [Second 
Amendment] views. On its face, 
Stanley’s words were political 
hyperbole. 

The district court improperly 
instructed the jury that a threat should 
be based on a “reasonable person” 
standard contrary to the requirements of 
Virginia v. Black (538 US 343; 2003). 
Black requires a subjective standard. 
Accordingly, the jury did not make a 
finding using a subjective standard. 

The jury was not instructed that 
a “threat” required a finding of a 


subjective intent to do violence to the 
judges. Since the jury did not make this 
decision, the Appellate Court may not 
substitute its fact-finding for that of the 
jury. 

It is not for the Court of 
Appeals to find or to presume that a so- 
called “Militia warrant” (that never 
issued) would result in violence without 
the defendant stating the means of 
execution that described the violence 
that would occur. Had Mr. Stanley 
written that he was sending a militia 
member to the Court armed with a 
firearm, those words might constitute 
evidence of a “threat of violence.” 

Mr. Stanley was sentenced to 
prison for 6-years for political words that 
he wrote in disgust, which were quoted 
inaccurately by the Court of Appeals. To 
find this Defendant guilty of a “threat of 
violence,” the Court of Appeals Panel 
made assumptions, applied 
presumptions not supported by the 
evidence, created a presumption of guilt 
that violates the due process clause of 
the U.S. and Colorado Constitutions, 
and has interposed its own incorrect 
version of the law relating to the law of 
treason. The pleading filed in this case 
by Appellant was political. His 
presumptive innocence outweighs the 
Court’s sua sponte [without prompting or 
suggestion i.e. unwarranted] fact-finding 
and unsupported and constitutionally 
defective presumptions. Stanley’s right 
to express himself based on the First 
Amendment, U.S. Constitution, Art. II, 
§10, Colorado Constitution, trumps all 
issues.-- End of excerpt. 

The Colorado Supreme Court 
denied Certiorari Nov. 18, 2007. 

-- http://waronguns.blogspot.com 

The President’s “Executive 
Assassination Ring“ 

The evening of great 
conversation at the U. of Minnesota, 
featured former U.S. senator and 
presidential candidate Walter Mondale 
and investigative reporter Seymour 
Hersh. Moderated by Political Science 
professor Larry Jacobs and titled 
"America's Constitutional Crisis," it 
began as a mostly historical review of 
events that have tested our Constitution. 

Hersh and Mondale talked 
about the patterns by which presidents 
seem to get intoxicated by executive 
power, frustrated by the limitations on 
that power from Congress and the 
public, drawn into improper covert 
actions that exceed their constitutional 
powers, in the belief that they can get 
results and will never be found out. 

At the end of one answer by 
Hersh about how these things tend to 


happen, Jacobs asked: "And do they 
continue to happen to this day?" 

Hersh replied, "Yuh. After 9/11 
the Central Intelligence Agency was 
very deeply involved in domestic 
activities against people they thought to 
be enemies of the state. Without any 
legal authority for it. 

"Right now, today, there was a 
story in the New York Times that 
mentioned something known as the 
Joint Special Operations Command. It is 
a special wing of our special operations 
community that is set up independently. 
They do not report to anybody, except in 
the Bush-Cheney days, they reported 
directly to the Cheney office. 

"Congress has no oversight of 
it. It's an executive assassination ring 
essentially, and it's been going on and 
on and on. Just today in the Times there 
was a story that a three star admiral 
named [William H.] McRaven, ordered a 
stop to it because there were so many 
collateral deaths. 

"Under President Bush's 
authority, they've been going into 
countries, not talking to the ambassador 
or the CIA station chief, and finding 
people on a list and executing them and 
leaving. That's been going on, in the 
name of all of us. 

"It's complicated because the 
guys doing it are not murderers, and yet 
they are committing what we would 
normally call murder. It's a very 
complicated issue. Because they are 
young men that went into the Special 
Forces. The Delta Forces you've heard 
about. Navy Seal teams. Highly 
specialized. 

"In many cases, they were the 
best and the brightest. Really, no 
exaggerations. Really fine guys that 
went in to do the kind of necessary jobs 
that they think you need to do to protect 
America. And then they find themselves 
torturing people,” Seymour Hersh said. 

Hersh, the best-known 
investigative reporter of his generation, 
writes about these kinds of issues for 
The New Yorker. He has written often 
about JSOC, including, last July that: 

"Under the Bush 

Administration's interpretation of the law, 
clandestine military activities, unlike 
covert C.I.A. operations, do not need to 
be depicted in a Finding, because the 
President has a constitutional right to 
command combat forces in the field 
without congressional interference." 

("Finding" refers to a special 
document that a president must issue, 
although not make public, to authorize 
covert CIA actions.) 

-Seymour Hersh, speaking at 
a "Great Conversations" event at the U. 




of Minnesota, March 10, 2009, 

MinnPost.com 

Secret State Police “Terrorist” 
Report 

By Kurt Nimmo 

Alex Jones has received a 
secret "law enforcement sensitive" 
report distributed by the Missouri 
Information Analysis Center entitled 
‘‘The Modern Militia Movement” dated 
February 20, 2009. A copy of the report 
was sent to Jones by an anonymous 
Missouri police officer. 

The MIAC report describes 
supporters of presidential candidates 
Ron Paul, Chuck Baldwin, and Bob Barr 
as ‘‘militia” influenced terrorists and 
instructs the Missouri police to be on the 
lookout for supporters displaying 
bumper stickers and other paraphernalia 
associated with the Constitution, 
Campaign for Liberty, and Libertarian 
parties. 

“Missouri Information Analysis 
Center (MIAC) provides a public safety 
partnership consisting of local, state and 
federal agencies, as well as the public 
sector and private entities that will 
collect, evaluate, analyze, and 
disseminate information and intelligence 
to the agencies tasked with Homeland 
Security responsibilities in a timely, 
effective, and secure manner,” explains 
the MIAC website. “MIAC is the 
mechanism to collect incident reports of 
suspicious activities to be evaluated and 
analyzed in an effort to identify potential 
trends or patterns of terrorist or criminal 
operations within the state of Missouri. 
MIAC will also function as a vehicle for 
two-way communication between 
federal, state and local law enforcement 
community within our region.” 

MIAC is part of the federal 
“fusion” now underway. “As of February 
2009, there were 58 fusion centers 
around the country. The Department of 
Homeland Security has deployed 31 
officers as of December 2008 and plans 
to have 70 professionals deployed by 
the end of 2009. DHS has provided 
more than $254 million from FY 2004- 
2007 to state and local governments to 
support the centers,” according to the 


DHS website. 

Last month, the ACLU issued a 
news release highlighting the activity of 
a fusion center in Texas as the “latest 
example of inappropriate police 
intelligence operations targeting 
political, religious and social activists for 
investigation,” in particular “Muslim civil 
rights organizations and anti-war protest 
groups." 

The MIAC report does not 
concentrate on Muslim terrorists, but 
rather on the so-called “militia 
movement” and conflates it with 
supporters of Paul, Baldwin, Barr, the 
so-called patriot movement and other 
activist organizations opposed to the 
North American Union and the New 
World Order. 

According to MIAC, opposition 
to world government, NAFTA, 
federalization of the states, and 
restrictive gun laws are a threat to the 
police. “The militia subscribes to an anti¬ 
government and NWO mindset, which 
creates a threat to law enforcement 
officers. They view the military, National 
Guard, and law enforcement as a force 
that will confiscate their firearms and 
place them in FEMA concentration 
camps,” the document claims in a 
section entitled “You are the Enemy." 

MIAC is attempting to 
radicalize the police against political 
activity guaranteed by the U.S. 
Constitution and the Bill of Rights. If 
Missouri police indoctrinated by MIAC 
propaganda overreact to political 
activists and supporters of Ron Paul in 
their state and injure or kill people 
involved in entirely legal and legitimate 
political activity, MIAC, the governor of 
Missouri (his name appears on the 
document), the DHS and federal 
government should be held directly 
responsible and prosecuted the fullest 
extent of the law. 

— http://www.infowars.com, March 12, 
2009 

Memo for all New Jersey 
Sheriffs, March 17, 2009 

Dear Sheriff, 

You probably haven’t seen the 
enclosed article from the Downey 


Patriot reprinted in the November, 
2008, New Jersey Militia Newsletter. It 
recounts how federal police at 4 a.m. 
threw flash bang grenades and drove a 
Hummer into the side of a suspect’s 
house prior to arresting him for the 
alleged crime of bribing a bank official. 

No doubt the suspect could 
have been arrested peacefully, as 
could have David Koresh of fatal Waco 
fame. 

Unfortunately New Jersey has 
not been immune from questionable 
federal police activity. Our April 25, 
2001 letter to the Bergen County 
prosecutor addressed the apparent 
disruption of county investigations by 
FBI agents who protected their criminal 
informants. According to the Hartford 
Courant that practice was also used by 
the FBI in Boston where informants 
reportedly were exempt from 
prosecution, even for murder. 

Even if federal officers are 
eventually confined to their 
constitutionally authorized jurisdiction 
(counterfeiting, piracy, treason) it is 
hoped that sheriffs will continue to 
ensure that arrests are made in a 
professional manner with a minimum of 
property damage. 

Respectfully, 

For the New Jersey militia 
cc 

Sheriffs Association of New Jersey 
Sheriff, Los Angeles County, California 
Chief of Police, Downey, California 
Editor, Downey Patriot 
end 

Article, “Federal Cops Play Rambo 
(Again)” 

Flyer, “The Sheriff, Protector of the 
People” 

The Joy of Immunity 

Taxpayers who alleged that 
IRS agent violated their constitutional 
rights by selling their property failed to 
overcome presumption of qualified 
immunity for government agents. — 
Retzlaffv. IRS, 728 F. Supp. 1304 

Absolute immunity shelters 
prosecutors even when they act 
maliciously, wantonly, or negligently. 
Rykers v. Alford, 832 F.2d 895 
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